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2. Laser®} MS COAT AF&-A]
¥ 3}

22239
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Table 1. Result of Paired t—test for tactile measured according to the group(Laser)

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
Pair 1 TACTILE 4.2059 34 1.8550 .3181
LASER 2.4412 34 1.9100 .3276
Paired ; & Sig.
Differences (2—tailed)
95%
Std. Std. Error Confidence
Mean . Interval of
Deviation Mean
the
Difference
Lower Upper
TACTILE
Pair 1 - 1.7647 1.7418 .2987 1.1570 2.3724 5.908 33 .000
LASER

Table 2. Result of Paired t—test for tactile measured according to the group(Ms coat)

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
Pair 1 TACTILE 3.9231 26 1.5728 .3085
MSCOAT 1.3846 26 1.6019 3142
Paired ; & Sig.
Differences (2—tailed)
95%
Std. Std. Brror | Confidence
Mean . Interval of
Deviation Mean
the
Difference
Lower Upper
TACTILE
Pair 1 - 2.5385 1.3033 2556 2.0121 3.0649 9.932 25 .000
MSCOAT
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2) MS COAT AR&-A|

7+ A=) oifsl A XA % & 3.923+
1.572¢8] 42 ®olw Ms coat #A| ¥ 1.384+
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Table 3. Result of
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Paired t-test for air stream measured according to the group(Laser)

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
Pair 1 AIR 5.5882 34 1.8606 3191
LASER 2.5588 34 2.0478 3512
Paired ¢ df Sig.
Differences (2—tailed)
95%
Std. Std. Error Confidence
Mean L Interval of
Deviation Mean
the
Difference
Lower Upper
AIR
Pair 1 - 3.0294 2.0224 .3468 2.3238 3.7351 8.734 33 .000
LASER

Table 4. Result of Paired t-test for air stream measured according to the group(Ms coat)

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
Pair 1 AIR 4.6538 26 2.0965 4112
MSCOAT 1.3846 26 1.6019 3142
Paired ¢ af Sig.
Differences (2—tailed)
95%
Std. Std. Error Confidence
Mean . Interval of
Deviation Mean
the
Difference
Lower Upper
AIR
Pair 1 - 3.2692 1.6139 .3165 2.6174 3.9211 10.329 25 .000
MSCOAT
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— Abstract —

The comparison clinical study effect of Diode Laser &
Ms coat usage for dentinal hypersensitivity following
Periodontal therapy

Hyun—Bok Choi, Ki—Seok Hong®, Chin—Hyung Chung, Sung—Bin Lim

Department of Periodontology, College of Dentistry, Dan—Kook University

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the effect of diode laser & desensitizing agents to over—
come hypersensitizing root surfaces problem after periodontal treatment.

20 patients(60 teeth) presented were volunteered in this study. Diode laser & MS coat was re—
spectively applied on hypersensitizing root surfaces after periodontal treatments. Following applica—
tion, they were evaluated immediately.

The results were as follows :

1. The frequency and degree of root surface hypersensitivity levels were measured by the sequence
of tactile and air stream.

2. Reduction of root surfaces hypersensitivity by tactile were for Diode laser and Ms coat applica—
tion respectively 3.029442.0224 and 3.2692+1.6139.

3. Reduction of root surfaces hypersensitivity by air stream were for Diode laser and Ms coat ap—
plication respectively 3.0294%2.0224 and 3.2692%1.6139.

4. Tt could be said that Diode Laser and Ms coat application were significantly effective in re—
ducing dentin hypersensitivity as far as concerned effect, Ms coat applicatio showed more ef—

fective than Diode laser.

In conclusion, both methods were significantly effective in reducing dentinal hypersensitivity.
Therefore, it was recommended that Diode laser and desensitizing agents could be used routinely for

patients dentinal hypersensitivity following periodontal treatment.

Key words : Diode Laser, Ms coat, Hypersensitivity, Clinical study
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